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DISCUSSION 563 

testing and measurement. But much that is said with truth concerning the 
Washington Irving High School, with its diverse and loosely denned courses, 
is entirely inapplicable to our school, with its intense and closely defined 
course, with standards fixed by state and city authorities. 

Also, since the authors of the report have ruled us out of court, they 
should give us more than glittering generalities — something definite to substi- 
tute for our "un-American" method, so that not only may we "in humility 
and contrition" "acknowledge repentance" for the past, but in the future 
more than "scratch the shell of the problem" and yet have reason "to blow 
a trumpet." 
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FINIS CONTROVERSIAE 

The main points of difference between Professor Bagley and myself are 
clearly formulated in our two communications, and to cavil further on turns 
of expression would give to this friendly discussion a tone of personal polemic 
which I am sure he would deprecate as much as I do. I will merely call 
attention, in conclusion, to two little points: (1) If disparagement of "my 
profession" (p. 489) were the same as disparagement of me, we classicists 
would indeed be in a desperate case. I have said some hard things about 
Professor Bagley's profession, for which I am sincerely impenitent. But I did 
not attribute to him the exaggerated susceptibilities of Captain MacMorris — 
"Of my nation ? What ish my nation ? What ish my nation ? Who talks 
of my nation ish a villain and a bastard and a knave and a rascal." (2) In 
saying (p. 488) that "it is not a matter of minor consequence that Professor 
Shorey should dismiss as too 'simple to be recognized' the terms 'concept of 
method' and 'ideal of procedure,'" Professor Bagley illustrates a radical 
difference between — let us say, the philologist and the educator, in ideals of 
procedure in respect to the use of quotation marks. Neither the quoted words 
nor their meaning occur in my paper. I said, on p. 420, that I could not 
recognize those simple phrases as specific improvements which we owe to 

experimentation. 
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